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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on October 
31, 2007 has been entered. Claims 1, 3, 5-26 are pending. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 3, 5, 9-13 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lurie et al. (US 2002/0116698 A1), in view of Glaser et al. (US 5,953,525 A), hereinafter 
"Lurie" and "Glaser". 

As per claim 1 , Lurie teaches a method for deploying a device database to a 
device [0008] comprising: 
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• "providing an interface that enables a user to generate a solution corresponding 
to development of at least one software application" at [0061], [0095]; 

• "generating a main device project within the solution for testing the at least one 
software application" at [0061]; 

• "store a device database in a main device project" at [0051]-[0052], [0090]- 
[0091]; 

• "generate a device setup project within the solution for deployment of a finish 
version of the at least one software application to the device" at [0095] 

• "automatically copying the device database from the main device project to the 
device setup project without receiving explicit instruction to do so" at [0061]; 

• "deploying the device setup project to the device in a software development 
environment" at [0054]-[0055], [0092]; 

• "installing the device database on the device for testing of the device on which 
the device database is being installed" at [0051], [0054]; 

Lurie does not explicitly teaches the step of providing an interface that enable the 
user to "view stored procedures and triggers currently associated with the device 
database and to add and delete stored procedures and triggers which are to be 
associated with the device database for the main device project and the device setup 
project." However, Glaser teaches a similar system for developing software project 
including an user interface that enable the user to "view stored procedures and triggers 
currently associated with the device database and to add and delete stored procedures 
and triggers which are to be associated with the device database for the main device 



Application/Control Number: Page 4 

10/719,481 

Art Unit: 2166 

project and the device setup project" at Figs. 5, 8B and Col. 5 line 50 to Col. 6 line 55. 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine Glaser's project window with Lurie's system in order to 
provide "an Integrated Development Environment that is used to design, develop, 
deploy, and debug computer programming that accesses and display data quickly and 
easily" as suggested by Glaser at Col. 3 lines 20-30. 

As per claim 3, Lurie further teaches: "providing an interface that enables the 
user to debug a test version of the device database on the device" at [0070]. 

As per claim 5, Lurie and Glaser teach the method of claim 4 discussed above. 
Lurie also teaches: "deploying the device project to the device comprises distributing a 
finished version of the device database to the device" at [0061]. 

As per claim 9, Lurie teaches a computer readable medium for deploying a 
device database to a device comprising the following steps: 

• "providing an interface that enables a user to store a device database in a device 
project" at [0051]-[0052], [0090]-[0091] 

• "deploying the device project to the device in a software development environment" 
at [0054]-[0055], [0092]; 
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• "installing the device project to the device for testing of the device on which the 
device database is being installed" at [0051], [0054]. 

Lurie does not explicitly teaches the step of providing an interface that enable the 
user to "view stored procedures and triggers currently associated with the device 
database and to add and delete stored procedures and triggers which are to be 
associated with the device database for the main device project and the device setup 
project." However, Glaser teaches a similar system for developing software project 
including an user interface that enable the user to "view stored procedures and triggers 
currently associated with the device database and to add and delete stored procedures 
and triggers which are to be associated with the device database for the main device 
project and the device setup project" at Figs. 5, 8B and Col. 5 line 50 to Col. 6 line 55. 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine Glaser's project window with Lurie's system in order to 
provide "an Integrated Development Environment that is used to design, develop, 
deploy, and debug computer programming that accesses and display data quickly and 
easily" as suggested by Glaser at Col. 3 lines 20-30. 

As per claim 10, Lurie further teaches "providing an interface that enables the 
user to store the device database in a main device project" at [0061], [0092]. 
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As per claim 11, Lurie and Glaser teach the medium of claim 10, Lurie further 
teaches: "providing an interface that enables the user to debug a test version of the 
device on the device" at [0070]. 

As per claim 12, Lurie and Glaser teach the medium of claim 9, Lurie further 
teaches: "providing an interface that enables the user to store the device database in a 
device setup project" at [0095]. 

As per claim 13, Lurie and Glaser teach the medium of claim 12, Lurie further 
teaches: "distributing a finish version of the device database to the device" at [0061]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 6-8, 14-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lurie and Glaser as applied to claims 1, 3, 5 and 9-13 above, and in view of 
Crudele et al. (6,973,647 B2), hereinafter "Crudele". 
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19. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by a library 
catalog system. 

20. With regard to claim 1 , a library teaches clustering said plurality of documents (a 
library contains a plurality of documents that are clustered together); organizing those 
documents having common features into respective clusters based on the result of the 
clustering (libraries organize those documents into non-fiction, fiction, children's books, 
etc.); clustering the documents contained in the respective generated clusters (the 
library keeps the clusters the documents together in each respective generated cluster, 
e.g. non-fiction books are in the non-fiction section), and organizing those having 
common features into respective finer clusters (public libraries would use the Dewey 
decimal system to cluster documents into categories, for example, non-fiction books into 
cooking, travel, etc.). 

21 . Claims 1-2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Vaithyanathan et al [US 5,819,258]. 

22. With regard to claim 1 , Vaithyanathan teaches clustering said plurality of 
documents (see col 3, lines 65-67; Figure 2); organizing those documents having 
common features into respective clusters based on the result of the clustering (see col 
3, line 67 and col 4, lines 1-3; extracted features to create sub-clusters); clustering the 
documents contained in the respective generated clusters (see col 4, lines 3-6; same 
process is repeated for clustering the sub-clusters), and organizing those having 
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As per claim 6, Lurie and Glaser teach the method of claim 1 as discussed 
above. Lurie and Glaser does not explicitly teach "providing an interface that enables 
the user to select an always overwrite installation property". However, Crudele teaches 
a similar method for software package deployment wherein each component of the 
package is associated with an "providing an interface that enables the user to select an 
always overwrite installation property" at Figs. 3-4. Thus, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to combine Crudele 
with Lurie and Glaser's teaching in order to "reduce the installation time and increase 
the dependability of installation of software package" as taught by Crudele at Col. 2 
lines 6-8. 

As per claim 7, Lurie and Glaser teach the method of claim 1 discussed above. 
Lurie and Glaser do not explicitly teach "providing an interface that enables the user to 
select an overwrite if different installation property". However, Crudele teaches a similar 
method for software package deployment wherein each component of the package is 
associated with an "providing an interface that enables the user to select an overwrite if 
different installation property" at Figs. 3-4. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to combine Crudele with 
Lurie and Glaser's teaching in order to "reduce the installation time and increase the 
dependability of installation of software package" as taught by Crudele at Col. 2 lines 6- 
8. 
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As per claim 8, Lurie and Glaser teach the method of claim 1 discussed above. 
Lurie and Glaser do not explicitly teach "providing an interface that enables the user to 
select a never overwrite installation property". However, Crudele teaches a similar 
method for software package deployment wherein each component of the package is 
associated with an "providing an interface that enables the user to select a never 
overwrite installation property" at Figs. 3-4. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to combine Crudele with 
Lurie and Glaser's teaching in order to "reduce the installation time and increase the 
dependability of installation of software package" as taught by Crudele at Col. 2 lines 6- 
8. 

Claims 14-16 recite computer readable medium for performing method similar to 
claims 6-8 discussed above and are therefore rejected by the same reasons 

As per claim 17, Lurie teaches a method for deploying a device database to a 
device comprising: 

• "providing an interface that enables a user to select an installation property for 
installing the device database on the device" at [0095] 

• "deploying a device project in which the device database is stored to the device 
in a software development environment" at [0091]-[0092]; 
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• "installing the device database on the device for testing of the device on which 
. the device database is being installed, the device database being installed 

according to the selected installation property" at [0069]-[0070]. 

Lurie does not explicitly teaches the interface that allows the user to select from 
amongst one or more stored procedures and triggers to be associated with the device 
database." However, Glaser teaches a similar system for developing software project 
including an user interface that enable the user to "select from amongst one or more 
stored procedures and triggers to be associated with the device database" at Figs. 5, 8B 
and Col. 5 line 50 to Col. 6 line 55. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to combine Glaser's project window 
with Lurie's system in order to provide "an Integrated Development Environment" that is 
used to design, develop, deploy, and debug computer programming that accesses and 
display data quickly and easily" as suggested by Glaser at Col. 3 lines 20-30. 

Lurie teaches at [0061] that "each deployment is considered an instantiation of a 
particular package version" but does not explicitly teaches "selected installation property 
being one of an always overwrite property, an overwrite if different property, and a never 
overwrite property" as claimed. However, Crudele teaches a similar method for software 
package deployment wherein each component of the package is associated with an 
"selected installation property being one of an always overwrite property, an overwrite if 
different property, and a never overwrite property" at Figs. 3-4, 9. Thus, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to 
combine Crudele with Lurie and Glaser's teaching in order to "reduce the installation 
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time and increase the dependability of installation of software package" as taught by 
Crudele at Col. 2 lines 6-8. 

As per claim 18, Lurie, Glaser, and Crudele teach the method of claim 17 
discussed above. Lurie also teaches: "deploying the device database to the device as 
part of a main device project" at [0061]. 

As per claim 19, Lurie, Glaser, and Crudele teach the method of claim 18 
discussed above. Lurie also teaches: "providing an interface that enables a user to 
debug a test version of the device database on the device" at [0070]. 

As per claim 20, Lurie, Glaser, and Crudele teach the method of claim 17 
discussed above. Lurie also teaches: "deploying the device database to the device as 
part of a device setup project" at [0092] 

As per claim 21, Lurie, Glaser, and Crudele teach the method of claim 20 
discussed above. Lurie also teaches: "deploying the device database to the device 
comprises distributing a finished version of the device database to the device" at [0061]. 

Claims 22-26 recite computer readable medium for performing method similar to 
claims 17-21 discussed above and are therefore rejected by the same reasons. 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 3, 5-26 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although 
the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to 
specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as 
well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing responses, to fully 
consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed 
invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed 
by the Examiner. 

In the case of amending the Claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure 
relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds 
of the claimed invention. 

The prior art made of record, listed on form PTO-892, and not relied upon, if any, 
is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 
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If a reference indicated as being mailed on PTO-FORM 892 has not been 
enclosed in this action, please contact Lisa Craney whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3574 for faster service. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Khanh B. Pham whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
41 16. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:30am to 
4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on (571) 272-3978. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Khanh B. Pham 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2166 



January 30, 2008 




